AppLNo. 10/715,771 

Amendment dated Sept. 20, 2004 

Reply to Oflfice Action of August 1 1, 2004 

REMARKS 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for continued examination and consideration of the 
present application. 

The Examiner has objected to the title as not being descriptive. Accordingly, the a 
new title descriptive of the invention has been provided. 

The Examiner has objected to the specification as containing non-idiomatic English. 
Applicant has reviewed the specification but fails to appreciate the basis of the Examiner's 
objection. As such. Applicant request the Examiner point to the specific instances in the 
specification where non-idiomatic English is used or withdraw the objection. 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1 and 4 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b)5 but has indicated 
that claims 2-3 and 5-9 would be allowable if rewritten as independent form and to include all 
intervening limitations. Accordingly, claims 1 and 4 have been canceled and claim 2 has been 
rewritten in independent form including all intervening limitations. All other pending now 
depend directly or indirectly on claim 2 or on claims the Examiner has indicated would be 
allowable. 
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It is believed that all pending claims are in condition for allowance. Applicant 
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